The publication and use of cultivar names are dealt with in Articles 33 to 52 of the International Code of Nomenclature of Cultivated Plants (Gilmour et al. I969). The purpose of this paper is to assess Articles 48 and 5 in the light of problems which I have encountered in the nomenclature of Avena cultivars, and which will probably arise in other cultivated classes, too.
The following examples in oats will demonstrate the nature of the problems which I have encountered, and subsequently I shall propose a solution.
"Dawn" oats was reported from Australia (Walkden-Brown I958, 1959) and apparently was used chiefly in the creation of "Orient" oats (Baum 1969: 98) ; yet a completely different cultivar, but with the same name "Dawn" oats was registered in North America Io years later (Ebeltoft 1967) .
"Forward" oats was bred in the United States of America and registered (Stanton et al. 1926) , however, another different cultivar also called "Forward" oats has recently been developed in England (cf. NIAB Supplement I968).
"Abondance" oats (Avoine "Abondance") was introduced in 1887-1888 from Germany, where it was called "Ueberfluss" hafer, to France (Denaiffe 1927: I43-I44). In the I89o's an "Abundance" oats, different from the former "Abondance" oats, was created in England. Subsequently "Abundance" oats was introduced in France and also the name was translated to "Abondance" oats (Denaiffe 1927: 89-90) .
Recently "the Kansas and Nebraska Agricultural Experiment Stations and USDA have released "Trio"'oats" (Anonymous I97I: 20), however, a different cultivar with the same name "Trio" was reported earlier by Gelin and Uendenas (I943) from Sweden.
The cultivar "Sun II" was introduced from Sweden to England. To avoid confusion with the existing "Sun" the English gave a new name to "Sun II", viz. "Steel" (Findlay I956). But the name "Steel" is a translation of the Scandinavian cultivar "Stal" which is a different variety from "Sun II". By doing this, still more confusion was created.
These are but a few examples. Article 48 allows a registration authority to authorize reuse of a name, since "The name of a cultivar believed to be no longer grown may not be reused for another cultivar until at least ten years have elapsed since the cultivar Finally, this proposal does not give a formula for dealing with homonyms of the past. This is deliberate because no clear rule can apply for all cultivar classes, since dates of breeding, issue or release of a cultivar, and names of breeders which could serve as authority, or dates of registration when most were not registered, are often not documented for old cultivar names. Nevertheless, a generalized guideline can be given. In my registry for oat cultivars (in press) I have tagged the name of the country of origin in parentheses to the cultivar name, such as Dawn (Australia) and Dawn (USA). Every cultivar class has to be dealt with on its own merit by the appropriate Registration Authority, but some coding or suffix or symbol ought to be adopted for differentiating past homonyms.
